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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD

ESCROW

: 94-15
NAME: LEONE & SONS
: LEONE, RALPH

DESCRIPTION=-~=====-~

SITE

" P.B.

P.B.

P.B.

P.B.

P.B.

RET.

PLAN MINIMUM
ATTY. FEE
MINUTES |
ATTY. FEE
MINUTES
ENGINEER FEE

TO APPLICANT
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555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING EGQGARD REVIEW FOERM

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., waTe2, SEweRr, NN

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE FLANNING BOARD

prL.aNNING BoaRD Fiik vumsEr: 94 = 15
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SONS AMENDED STITE PLAN (94-15) ROUTE 32

Mr. Paul Cuomo appeared before the board for this
proposal.

MR. PETRO: 1Is this the new building?

-*MR. CUOMO:  It’s called New-Winds:Opportunities-and»r-»"

since the last meeting--
MR. PETRO: Something about a deck.

MR. CUOMO: Since the last meeting, I changed the light
patterns and I raised the poles and changed their o
patterns. I changed them so my pattern is to what’s
actually both the manufacture’s pattern and transposed
it on the site plan. 1In addition to that, every night
they put the lights on because I guess I assume for
security and the building is 1lit up every night. And
it’s been like that for a couple months and I took a
few pictures so you can get an idea how the lights are
working. You can see that I don’t know these are tiny
pictures but you can see that the front is 1it up very
well. There’s another one in the front.

MR. PETRO: What’s the matter with the curvatures on

the lighting?

MR. EDSALL: I can’t read some of this because the copy
was made with part of the curve off the copy but beyond
that, I believe I understand it looks as if the curves
were not modified based on the fixture height and the
wattage. I just don’t understand what fixtures are
proposed here, it’s unclear to me.

MR. CUOMO: Well, the fixtures are on the--

. MR. EDSALL: The fixtures, isolux curves on the plan

don’t seem to match my understanding of what was
submitted. If in fact the lighting is adeguate out
front, then the plan doesn’t match what’s happening
because this shows that there’s a significant

deficiency in front of the building. So I don’t think
this--
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MR. CUOMO: Well, the proof is in the photographs, I

mean.

MR. EDSALL: If the board’s satisfied with the
lighting, I think you should determine that and not ask
me to do a technical review of the plan. Because at
this point, I’m not quite sure it wasn’t brought back
to a workshop. So I didn’t have a chance to go over it
with Paul at the workshop.

MR. CUOMO: This is the way the back looks, the back is
completely lit up. Here’s another shot of the back
that is 1it up. The light is not efficient at all, I
mean, in fact, I think it’s about the best 1lit building
in the town.

MR. PETRO: R1l zone directly behind you so we need to
know.

MR. CUOMO: Well, you can see, well, the foliage blocks
any light that goes through to the R1. We’ve got two
lines of foliage there.

MR. LANDER: Trazinski (phonetic) house, his side, he’s
to the south.

MR. CUOMO: You can see that right here, this
photograph shows you. This is a photograph of this

side, you can see there’s no spill-out anywhere, I mean
the Planning Board, if you wanted to look at it,
anybody can go out there and look at it. It’s 1lit up
every night.

MR. PETRO: We have done a number of applications and
you know, I guess we do have lighting plans and I know
they are very technical, Mark, but this seems to be
like we’re really beating this one to death for some
reason. And I look at the pictures, to me, the place
looks light, looks nice and I really think we’re just
going too far with the lighting.

MR. EDSALL: I have no problem if the board believes
the lighting is adequate. The plans don’t show that.
If the board asks me to review it, give you a technical
review, if the plan is wrong, I tell you.
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MR. CUOMO: I think that the lights that are shown here
are no more than what we put there. This is from a
factory, from a manufacturer and he puts these things
on and these aren’t perfect, too, I mean nothing’s
perfect. The fact is that you do the best you can with
the manufacturer’s plan and that is what I did here and
you can see the results, the thing is 1lit up. '

MR. PETRO: >Paul, maybe 1’11 ask Carmen and Ron, do you
want to go further with the lighting?

MR. LANDER: Well, the entrance looks like it’s 1lit up
and the back. : -

MR. DUBALDI: My concern with lighting was that the
neighbors weren’t going to get light in their yard. I
really didn’t have a concern about the parking lot
being lit. I just didn’t want the neighbors coming
after we approved the plan saying the lights are going
in my house.

MR. CUOMO: But they have been oh for three months and
there’s no -complaints.

MR. PETRO: Tell us about the plantings on the rear of

the property, describe them for us.

MR. CUOMO: Sure, there’s also plantings, there’s
existing plantings and old plantings on somebody else’s
property in the back. That is very high. I have a
picture of that. You can see that here. The other

pPlantings are that we show here the new plantings, they
are all in now. '

MR. PETRO: What size are they? Can you see them in
any of the pictures?

MR. CUOMO: Not really, it’s pretty hard. I can’t tell
you what size they are but I do know that they are

l nursery trees and they have all been planted and they

are all alive.

MR. PETRO: This application came back in just for the
deck which was the main addition.
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MR. BABCOCK: Deck and the light, the lights that is
why we talked about them so much is because of the,
there’s a residential zone behind there. The original
plan called for pole lighting in the back and they
didn’t put that in in time and he had blacktopped so
they put one large fixture that was on the back of the
building shining towards a residential zone. That is
all we ask for is to make sure, same thing Carmen said,
we want a pole to verify that the neighbors were not
going to get the light and have daylight at the middle
of the night back there.

MR. EDSALL: . Original fixtures were two posts mounted
behind the curbs, projecting back toward the building.

H MR. CUOMO: The fixtures they have there now lights up
the back but it doesn’t go beyond that. In fact, as I

said, it’s been in operation for about 2 1/2 months and
nobody’s complained and I can’t see any light filtering
through to the--as you can see, I have gone out there

at night and looked at it so and if you haven’t got any
complaints, I am doubtful you’re ever going to get any.

MR. PETRO: Main use of the deck is lunchtime?
MR. CUOMO: Yes, these people generally use this, they
always use it during the day and they want to make a

break and they want to go out and eat their 1lunch.

MR. PETRO: The people that are‘going to be in this
building, they are?

MR. CUOMO: They are retarded.

MR. LANDER: Handicapped.

MR. CUOMO: They are from Letchworth Village.

MR. PETRO: I’m glad you said it, not me.

MR. CUOMO: Hey, who knows, maybe all of us will end up

there, I don’t know. I’m not judging them. Who the
heck knovs.

e
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MR. LANDER: Is this building open at night here?

HR,'CUOﬁG:V No, it’s not in use at nighﬁ.»‘Theée people
are bused in from homes, they live in group homes.

MR. LANDER: How big is the wooden deck?
MR. BABCOCK: 14 by 14, it’s a small deck.
MR. LANDER: I thought that said new.

MR. PETRO: He’s been here before with this, Mark
really followed through at the board’s request for
something-technical, what he is saying it’s not quite
as technical as we expected. But I think in the field,
it’s operable. I don’t see any problem with it, of
course, that is one opinion. The other thing was the
deck, there’s no problem with the deck at the last
meeting whatsoever. Did we put a time restraint on the
use of the deck? I remember talking about that at the
last meeting.

MR. CUOMO: Well, you could.
MR. DUBALDI: I think it was after five or six.

MR. CUOMO: You can say it can’t be in use after 6
o’clock.

MR. EDSALL: It was discussed briefly, yeah.

MR. BABCOCK: The applicant said that they would not be
using it at night.

MR. PETRO: At night being after 7 p.m.?
MR. CUOMO: Yeah, they don’t use anything at night.

MR. PETRO: We’ll leave it at that and that is the
restriction, okay. Anything else on this?

MR. KRIEGER: You have got to tie it with something
after 7 p.m. you go far enough passed 7 p.m. it will be
12 noon the next today so say it can only be used from
7 to 7.
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MR. CUOMO: Yeah, that is fine.

MR. KRIEGER: You have to pick a start and end.

MR. DUBALDI: I make a motion we approve the Leone &
Sons site plan amendment wlth the restrictions that the
deck will not be used after 7 p.m. or before 7 a.m.

eastern standard time.

MR. LANDER: Do you have a detail on this deck?

_ MR. BABCOCK: Not yet.r

MR. CUOMO: We're going to glve you that.

MR. DUBALDI: Subject to.

MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant approval to the Leone
& Sons site plan amendment on Route 32 on the east
side.

MR. EDSALL: Just for the record, you should include

that your decision relative to the changes in the

lighting are based on field review and other
information that you are not accepting the plan because
this plan does not reflect what’s out there.

MR. PETRO: We did a visual review in the field and by
the pictures represented at tonight’s meeting by the
applicant.

MR. DUBALDI: I add that to my motion.

MR. PETRO: Any further discussion from the board
members? IXf not, roll call.

ROLL CALL
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE

MR. PETRO AYE
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. EARR, P.E.
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
REVIEW NAME: LEONE SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 32 (EAST SIDE)
SECTION 45-BLOCK 1-LOT 1.22

PROJECT NUMBER: 94-15

DATE: 13 JULY 1994

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES A PROPOSED AMENDMENT

TO THE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SITE PLAN NO. 92-40.
THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE
22 JUNE 1994 PLANNING BOARD MEETING.

1. At the previous Planning Board meeting, the Applicant discussed the two (2) proposed
changes to the site plan, namely the addition of the deck at the rear of the property and
the changes to the lighting plan.

It is my understanding that the Board requires no further technical review of the proposed
deck and the Board is satisfied with that aspect of the application.

With regard to the lighting plan, my previous comments noted my opinion that the plan
required further correction relative to the Isolux lighting information on the amendment
plan. My comments with regard to this aspect are included in the next numbered
comment.

2. I have again been provided with a xerox copy of Isolux curves, portions of which are off
the xeroxed copy and unusable. It is unclear to me exactly what light fixture is currently
installed at the rear of the building. Further, there appears to be an error in the Isolux
data as depicted for the side lights. In addition, the front light pole Isolux on the plan
does not appear to coincide with the information on the xerox data sheet.

Based on a review of the site plan submitted, there appears to be insufficient lighting
immediately in front of the existing retail building, with this area being a critical area
since this is the location of the handicapped parking spaces.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
" REVIEW COMMENTS
PAGE 2

REVIEW NAME:  LEONE SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 32 (EAST SIDE)

SECTION 45-BLOCK 1-LOT 1.22

PROJECT NUMBER: 94-15
DATE: 13 JULY 1994

Based on the above, it is my opinion that the lighting information provided is
unacceptable. If the Board believes that an accurate lighting plan is not required for this
site, then I believe they can accept the site plan amendment without the need for further
submissions. If the Board believes an accurate lighting plan is necessary for this
application, then I would suggest that the Apphcant prepme the proper mfonnauon as
previously requested, an jame g

Applicant should not return to the Planmng Board until this techmcal issue 1s resolved,
utilizing the Technical Work Shop process, as it is intended.
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FOR PROJECT NUMBER

--DATE--
11/15/93

11/15/93
07/21/93

07/19/93
06/23/93

05/26/93

05/26/93
11/11/92
10/06/92
11/06/91
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
: PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS

STA'I'US [Open, ‘Withd]
A [Disap, Appr]

: 92-42
NAME: WINDSOR CREST - PHASE II (FORMERLY HILLTOP)
APPLICANT: NEW HILLTOP DEVELOPMENT CORP.

MEETING- PURPOSE --------------- ACTION-TAKEN-===mmn-
LETTER OF CREDIT APPRD BY ATTY SENT TO TOWN CLERK
. SENT ORIGINAL LETTER OF CREDIT TO TOWN CLERK FOR FILING
. EXPIRATION DATE OF LETTER OF CREDIT($49,000.00) IS 11/1/96
PLANS READY TO BE STAMPED STAMPED APPROVED
P.B. APPEARANCE , ~ APPR. CONDITIONALLY
. THREE BOND ESTIMATES DUE - SEE MINUTES OF 7-21-93

SITE VISIT SCHEDULED 'SITE VISIT COMPLETE

P.B. APPEARANCE (DISCUSSION) TO RETURN :
. DISCUSSED LANDSCAPE AND LIGHTING PLAN - 7/21/93 AGENDA

APPEARANCE ' SEQRA DONE ON 86 89
. SEQRA WAS DONE ON ORIGINAL APPLICATION (#86-89) ’
. NEED LANDSCAPE PLAN & LIGHTING PLAN - APPR. F.I. PAVE WIDTH

P.B. APPEARANCE (CON'T) TO RETURN

P.B. APPEARANCE DISCUSSION
WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT

WORK SESSION APPEARANCE RETURN TO W.S.
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FOR PROJECT NUMBER

ORIG
ORIG
ORIG
ORIG
ORIG
ORIG
REV1
REV1

REV1

REV1
REV1

REV1

PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS

94-15

NAME: LEONE & SONS

APPLICANT: LEONE, RALPH
DATE-SENT AGENCY=-=nmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm e DATE-RECD
06/16/94 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY o7/11/94
06/16/94 MUNICIPAL WATER 06/17/94
06/16/94 MUNICIPAL SEWER 07/11/94
06/16/94 MUNICIPAL FIRE 06/16/94
06/16/94 07/11/94
06/16/94 07/11/94
07/11/94 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 07/22/94
07/11/94 MUNICIPAL WATER 07/12/94
07/11/94 MUNICIPAL SEWER 07/29/94
. NO SEWER SERVICE AVAILABLE
07/11/94 MUNICIPAL FIRE 07/11/94
07/11/94 /
07/11/94 /7

PAGE: 1

RESPONSE--==m====mn=
SUPERSEDED BY REV1
APPROVED

SUPERSEDED BY REV1
APPROVED

SUPERSEDED BY REV1
SUPERSEDED BY REV1
APPROVED

APPROVED

DISAPPROVED

APPROVED
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0 Main Office

: _ , ) . 45 Quassaich Ave. (Route 9W)
. a . M . New Windsor, New York 12553
. (914) 562-8540 ‘
fc . £ Beanch Office

' ‘ ' 7 Broad S
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL m"w;"’;"m::;:a nia 10337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 298-2768

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

26 July 1994
MEMORANDUM

TO: Michael Babeock, Tows Building Inspector
FROM: Mark J. Bdsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer

SUBJECT: LEONE SITE PLAN
(A/K/A NEW WINDS OPPORTUNITY)
NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NO. 92-40

Pursuant to my previous memorandum of 3 Jaauary 1994 for the subject application, the
Applicant has submitted a new application (94-15) for the same site, Based on that application,
the Planning Board is accepting a lighting installation different frons that shown on the approved
site plan. With regard to the landscaping required at the rear of the property, on the afternoon
of 20 July 1994, I visited the project site and reviewed the additional plantings installed at the
rear of the property, These plantings appear 10 comply with the requirements a5 cutlined on the
plan stamped approved by the Planning Board on & December 1992,

Based on the above, it is my opinion that the site, as currently constructed, generally complies
with the Planning Board’s approval, as revised, based on Application 94-15. As such, it is my
recommendation that the Site Improvement Performance Guarantee, cuirently posted with the
Town, be released upon the Applicant’s demand, I am providing & copy of this memorandum
to the Town Comptroller, to advise him of same.

Respectfully submitted,

Mok 4 o
Mark J. , P.E,
Plarning Board Engineer
MJEmk _
cc:  Larry Reis, Town Comptroller
Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary 20
A:7-26-SE.mk P o -
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CUOMO ENGINEERING

STEWART INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
2005 D STREET, BUILDING NO. 704
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
PHONE NUMBER 914-567-0063

SITE PLAN
WINDS OPPORTUNITIES

ROUTE 32

- NEW_WINDSOR, NEW.YORK
JUNE 13, 1994
BARLEO HOMES, INC.
RALPH LEONE
POST OFFICE BOX 141
CENTRAL VALLEY, NEW YORK 10917
LIGHTING CATALOG CUTS
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RESULTS OF P.B. MEETING
DATE: &gkgé/ /E§4/996[

'PROJECT NAME:A&%ZZJ;*ééga/ PROJECT NUMBER_ 9+ /5~

X X X X Xk x x % Xk k *k * *X *x *x k k *x Xk *k k k * x *x X X % *x *x *x *x %k
*

LEAD AGENCY: * NEGATIVE DEC:
M) __ S)__ VOTE:A N * M)__ S)__ VOTE:A N
CARRIED: YES NO * CARRIED: YES: NO
**********V*******:***************
PUBLIC HEARING: M)__ S)__  VOTE:A N

WAIVED: YES NO
SEND TO OR. CO. PLANNING: M)__S)__ VOTE:A N YES___NO
SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORT: M) _S)__ VOTE:A___ N YES___NO
DISAPP: REFER TO 2.B.A.: M)__S)__ VOTE:A N YES___ NO
RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO
APPROVAL:
D s)L vore:a_ 3 ~x () APPROVED: Zééﬁé@%
M)__S)__ VOTE:A N APPR. CONDITIONALLY:
NEED NEW PLANS:  YES NO

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS:

| ———



SITE PLAN FEES - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

APPLICATION FEE:....... tsecestasestesessesenntenons $ 150.00 /y

X X Xx x * % *x Kk Kk k *x Kk kx k Xk Xk *x Xk * Kk Xk *x *k *xk *x *x *k k kx kx kxk * *

ESCROW:

SITE PLANS ($750.00 = $2,000.00) . vueensennennnnn..n8 I50.00 Fd

MULTI-FAMILY SITE PLANS:

UNITS @ $100.00 PER UNIT (UP TO 40 UNITS)....$
UNITS @ $25.00 PER UNIT (AFTER 40 UNITS).....$
TOTAL ESCROW PAID:....ccc... $

k Kk *x k %k * kx * *x *k k k *x * k *x k %k k *x k*k *x k X * *x *x *x *x K*x *k *x *

PLAN REVIEW FEE: (EXCEPT MULTI-FAMILY) $ 150.00 pol
PLAN REVIEW FEE (MULTI-FAMILY): A. $150.00
PLUS $25.00/UNIT B.

TOTAL OF A & B:$ -

RECREATION FEE: (MULTI-FAMILY)
$1,000.00 PER UNIT

@ $1,000.00 EA. EQUALS: $

NUMBER OF UNITS
SITE IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATE: $

A. 4% OF FIRST $50,000.00 A.
B. 2% OF REMAINDER B.

TOTAL OF A & B: $

TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW:

RETURN TO APPLICANT: $

ADDITIONAL DUE: $
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& New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
PC O Branch Office
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL ﬁfﬁ" Stfeﬁt
| .
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 717 206 o6
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: LEONE SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 32 (EAST SIDE)
SECTION 45 - BLOCK - LOT 1.22

PROJECT NUMBER: 94-~15

DATE: 22 JUNE 1994

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES A PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO

THE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SITE PLAN (92-40).

1. To my understanding, the amendment requests modifications to the
proposed site lighting and, a proposed wooden deck at the rear of
the property. The Planning Board should inquire from the
Applicant if these are the only requests/changes, and if not,
what else if proposed.

It is my recommendation that the plan include an itemized list of
what specifically is being requested as part of this application

(for future reference purposes). As well, that list should also

note that all other conditions of the previous site plan approval
remaining in full force and effect.

2. The proposed use of the wooden deck at the rear of the parking
lot should be discussed. Concerns regarding hours of use,
purpose for use, potential noise concerns, and other related
issues should be reviewed as to their potential effect to
adjoining property owners.

3. A review of the plan in the field indicated changes not only in
the type of fixture utilized, but as well changes in the mounting
height. The plan does not appear to acknowledge any such charnge.
As well, many of the Isolux curves on the plan appear identical
to that of the original approval. The Applicant's Engineer
should carefully review the plan for accuracy.

4. The Planning Board may wish to assume the position of Lead Agency

. . O Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

under the SEQRA process.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsyivania



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: LEONE SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
 PROJECT LOCATION: NYS ROUTE 32 (EAST SIDE)
, SECTION 45 - BLOCK ~ LOT 1.22

PROJECT NUMBER: 94-15 -
DATE: - 22 JUNE 1994 o o ,
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES A PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO

THE PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SITE PLAN (92-40).
-2-

5. The Planning Board should determine, for the record, if a Public
Hearing will be necessary for this Site Plan Amendment, per its
discretionary judgement under Paragraph 48-19.C of the Town
Zoning Local Law.

6. At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of
this application, further engineering reviews and comments wiil
be made, as deemed necessary by the Board.

MJEsh

A:leone.sh



June 22, ’4 . 9

RALPH LEONE & SONS, INC. AMENDED SITE PLAN (94-15
RT. 32

Paul Cuomo appeared before the board for this proposal.

MR. CUOMO: This is the only site plan, if you are not
familiar with it, I’ve got a couple of pictures. This
is the building, it’s called New Winds Opportunities
and I come before you tonight with an amended site
plan. This site plan was approved, originally approved
and built but we changed the lighting design and the
Planning Board engineer, Mark, noticed that and he says
look, if you are going to redesign the lighting design,
you have to come back so we’re coming back with a new
application, we’re starting from scratch.

MR. PETRO: 1It’s only for the lighting and the proposed
wooden deck in the rear?

MR. CUOMO: Everything else is approved.

MR. PETRO: You’re not going, you’re not going to tell
us about anything new?

MR. CUOMO: Just those two items.

MR. EDSALL: On the lighting we had talked to Paul and
matter of fact, we talked to the owner out in the
field, we didn’t believe it was necessary for a full
application just for the lighting, we were going to
bring that before the board as a discussion item at the
end of the meeting but when they talked about adding
the deck, it involved additional use at the rear of the
property adjoining residential zone. We said if you
are going to do that, make a new application. So had
it only been lighting, we would have worked it out.

MR. PETRO: You’re adding the deck?
MR. CUOMO: Yes, the deck is up here in the back.
MR. DUBALDI: I don’t see it attached to the building.

MR. CUOMO: Detached deck, it’s in the back, it’s by
the trees there. :
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MR. DUBALDI: What do you want that for?

MR. CUOMO: They want that for lunch, for picnics. Do
you know the use of this building? I don’t know if you
know the use.

MR. DUBALDI: No.

MR. CUOMO: Well, the use of this building is for New
York State uses it during the day for workshops for
mentally retarded. BAnd they get bused in from, it’s
Letchworth Village and they come in from the community
homes, they are bused into here and they have workshops
and whatever they do there in the building. And when
they take a break for lunch, they’d like to go out,
enjoy the sunshine. So that is what it is for, it’s
for a picnic.

MR. PETRO: This deck is not interrupting any of the
proposed parking?

MR. CUOMO: No, it’s off the parking.

MR. SCHIEFER: 14 by 14, right?

MR. CUOMO: It’s just a small deck, 14 by 14.

MR. SCHIEFER: 12 feet in from the side yard?

MR. CUOMO: Right, that is within the--

MR. SCHIEFER: I see no problem with it.

MR. DUBALDI: How is that going to effect the parking
spots in front of it now? 1It’s going to restrict
access to it, obviously.

MR. EDSALL: Well, I would assume they’d just have to
have access by walking between the cars, there’s no

walkways or anything that is the only way to get there.

MR. PETRO: It’s a fairly small deck, really, tell us
about the ‘lighting, Paul?



June 22, ‘4 . 11

MR. CUOMO: Well, the lighting is redesigned, this is
the lighting, a shot of it, these lights were
originally on our original design to be at the corners
but they were put back three feet and we also have a
large, like as I said, the corner lot there’s three
lights on each side here and then there’s a light at
the gable end, one light to light up this parking, the
rest there’s lights over here, these lights remain but
these other lights are offset three feet from the
corners and this large light at the gable end covers
the parking lot. I gave, I submitted these throw
patterns, catalogue cuts of the throw patterns.

MR. PETRO: Bottom line it’s going to shed the samne
amount of light as what you originally proposed?

MR. CUOMO: Yes, we’re going to get the same coverage,
just put a new design which we’re coming in for
approval.

MR. PETRO: I have no problem, it’s the same. Mark,
it’s the same lighting?

MR. EDSALL: Well--
MR. BABCOCK: There’s some difference here.

MR. EDSALL: What my problem is is that the plan still
doesn’t match what I understand to be proposed and as
far as what’s installed, I don’t believe--

MR. PETRO: Lighting only?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, there seems to show lighting that the
applicant told us he was not planning to install and
for the lighting that has been installed, they are
showing ten foot poles and I would swear they are a
heck of a lot more than 20 feet that is out there. I
don’t think that this plan matches what’s proposed or
what’s out there already.

MR. BABCOCK: These lights on the back on the right on
the curb line when we told him he had to install themn,
he said he already blacktopped and he had no way of
getting electric to them. If you look at the very
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center of the building, you’ll see 2 large sguare on
the outside edge. There’s a huge light there and what
our concern was is that light is shining, that one
light is going to shine on that whole parking lot and
that is a residential district behind that, that is
what our concern was. You see that, Paul?

MR. CUOMO: I understand.

MR. BABCOCK: That is the only light that is on the
building.

MR. EDSALL: The other two that are shown on the corner
of the building he told us he was not going to put in
the lights that are in the front of the building are
shown ten foot and I believe they are over 20 foot. So
I think you really need a real plan, if you have a
'serious intent to review lighting on site plans, I
think you should have accurate information.

MR. BABCOCK: Unless his mind has changed.

MR. CUOMO: With the light in the back, it’s tilted so
it won’t be out.

MR. PETRO: How high are the shrubbery in the back, are
they trees? :

MR. DUBALDI: In the winter, you’re not--

MR. EDSALL: Couple feet high but it’s a little bit of
a drop there.

MR. PETRO: So the light is going to go over top of
them?

MR. COMOO: But there’s also other trees which I can’t
depend on but over here, there’s natural barrier
besides these trees, there’s a whole, these trees are
about 20 feet high over here on the property.

MR. DUBALDI: What do you do in the winter?

MR. CUOMO: Well, they are fir trees, they are
conifers.
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MR. EDSALL: I think you need a plan. Allegedly,
there’s been changes in the fixtures themselves and
changes in the height but some of the isolux curves are
identical to what was on the other plan.

MR. CUOMO: " Well, yeah, but these isolux curves are
what we put in.

MR. EDSALL: But if you change the height of the
fixture from 10 to 20, it effects it.

MR. DUBALDI: What’s there in the back?

MR. EDSALL: Just one light in the back of the
building.

MR. PETRO: You’re saying it’s 20 foot up?

MR. EDSALL: That is on the building.

MR. DUBALDI: But there’s novposts put up yet?
MR. EDSALL: Not in the rear, just in the front.

MR. BABCOCK: The ones in the front is a, they are on

ten foot poles.

MR. EDSALL: I think we need a plan.
MR. CUOMO: I can change the plan to 20 foot.

MR. SCHIEFER: I’d like to see the plan corrected so it
indicates what I have got there. I don’t want to
approve--

MR. DUBALDI: You can’t throw the light from the back
instead of towards the back, you can’t get the light to
cover this area.

MR. EDSALL: That is what we wanted, it was a good
design. Apparently, they decided they didn’t want to
run the conduit before they did the paving. I don’t
know if that is this board’s problen.
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MR. PETRO: Paul, let’s not belabor this. The board ,
would like to see an up-to-date lighting plan. I think
you have a good feel from the board that the deck is
not a problem where it is shown. So that is pretty
much an accomplishment, the lighting plan is going to
need to be augmented. '

MR. SCHIEFER: Those two back lights, are they going to
be there?

MR. CUOMO: Right now, there’s only one on the
building.

MR. SCHIEFER: Are we going to get the other two or
not?

MR. CUOMO: 1I’11 find out next time.
MR. BABCOCK: 1If this plan was to get approval when we
go down there we’re going to want to see these and we

know that the owner’s already told us that he doesn’t
want to do that.

MR. PETRO: Updatevthe lighting plan.

MR. EDSALL: Does the board have any problem with the
poles growing ten feet?

MR. DUBALDI: No, I think it would be beneficial.

MR. SCHIEFER: The drawing should indicate that.

MR. CUOMO: But like you said, I don’t think you’re
right, you talked, he’s not going to put those two in
the back so I’1l1 just take them out.

MR. BABCOCK: Right, make the poles longer in the
front.

MR. SCHIEFER: If they are not going to be there.

MR. PETRO: Before we go, is anything further? We have
been through a public hearing on this, does anyone have
any determination if a public hearing is necessary?
It’s discretionary judgment.
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MR. SCHIEFER: I personally feel we don’t need another
one. ' '

MR. KRIEGER: The only thing that you want to think

~about is with this lighting, if they are not going to
put the poles in the back and they are going to have

this much bigger light on the back of the building
shining back there, that maybe that is a change that
several of the neighbors are going to want to see.

MR. PETRO: Let’s review the new plan and see how it
looks. ‘ :

MR. CUOMO: The light’s tilted down so it will only
cover—--

MR. PETRO: We’ll review the new lighting plan, if we
find at that time it’s fine, then we’ll waive the
public hearing, okay?

MR. EDSALL: Jim, it might be worthwhile relative to
deciding if there’s a need from the public hearing to
get an idea what hours the deck would be planned to
use, if it was open-ended allowed, we’ve had other
establishments, not quite this type, that had nighttime

"activities which disrupted residential areas for the

deck. What hours?
MR. CUOMO: Deck is not going to be used at night.

MR. KRIEGER: Suppose the State of New York changes its
rules and they have night seminars?

MR. EDSALL: That is something you should think about.
MR. PETRO: I think 8 to 8, something like that.

MR. DUBALDI: Any variances are needed for this, any
variances needed for that?

MR. BABCOCK: No.

MR. PETRO: How about lead agency?
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MR. DUBALDI: Motion we take lead:aéency.
MR. SCHIEFER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency

on the site plan amendment. Any further discussion

from the board members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

JAMES PETRO AYE
CARMEN. DUBALDI AYE
CARI, SCHIEFER AYE

MR. PETRO: Okay, Paul, that is it.
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3 January 1994

MEMORANDUM
TO: Michael Babcock, Building Inspector
FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer

SUBJECT: LEONE SITE PLAN
FIELD REVIEW OF PROJ
MHE JOB NO. 87-56.

COMELETION STATUS

This memorandum shall confirm our field review on the afternoon of
29 December 1993 of the subject site, relative to the completion
status of the key site improvements. The following items were noted:

1. The layout of the completed work appears to generally comply
with the plan stamped approved by the Planning Board on
9 December 1992.

2. The lighting as installed on the building and at the rear of
the site varies from that shown on the approved plan.
Specifically, the two rear pole lights have not been
installed and the lighting shown on the corners of the
building are actually located somewhat interior to the sides
of the building. In addition, an additional light fixture
has been installed below the peak of the building at the
rear gable end. The representatives on site were advised of
this discrepancy in the installation and were advised to
either comply with the plan or provide a new lighting layout
for review.

3. Although possibly not a problem, the front two (2) pole
. lights were noted as substantially exceeding the 10' height
indicated on the plan.

4. The row of plantings at the rear of the site are not 5!

white fur plantings, as shown on the plan. This planting
row should be installed as per the approved plan.

o' 7

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsyivania
/-5-9y @ '
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MEMORANDUM

3 January 1994

Based on the seasonal conditions at the time of this review, it
appears impossible to address the planting issue at this time. The
lighting issue can be corrected either by proper installation or by
redesign of the lighting, with subsequent acceptance by the Planning
Board. :

Based on the above, it is my recommendation that a performance
guaranty be established in the amount of $4,300.00, to ensure proper
completion of both the lighting issue and rear planting row. This
performance guarantee should be posted by the Applicant prior to the
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

A:1-3-3E.mk
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 01/03/94 PAGE:
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES '
SITE PLAN BOND

»

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 92-40
NAME: BARLEO HOMES (FORMERLY MICHAEL COHEN 88-55)
APPLICANT: LEONE AND SONS

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION--==-=~~- TRANS AMT-CHG AMT-PAID BAL-D1
01/03/94 SITE PLAN BOND CHG 4300.00
01/03/94 PD CK #1077 PAID 4300.00

———— - - — - - —— -——— -

4300.00 4300.00




RESULTS OF P.B. MEETING
DATE: Q«d“ 3. LI
PROJECT NAME: £, &A gé‘m 3 éﬂe PROJECT NUMBER

X Xk % % k k * % k k k Kk * k' k Kk * k % *k *k *k * * X ¥ * *k k % * *x *
* * L
NEGATIVE DEC:

LEAD AGENCY: *
M) S)s VOTE:A_> N_2 *M)_s)_ VOTE:A N
CARRIED: YES v o * CARRIED: YES: NO
*****************:********.**'*****
PUBLIC HEARING: M)__ S)__  VOTE:A N

WAIVED: YES NO
SEND TO OR. CO. PLANNING: M) S)__ VOTE:A__ N YES___NO
'SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORT: M)__S)__ VOTE:A__ N YES__ NO
DISAPP: REFER TO Z.B.A.: M)__S)__ VOTE:A N YES____NO
'RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO
APPROVAL:
M)__S)__ VOTE:A N APPROVED:
M)__S)__ VOTE:A N APPR. CONDITIONALLY:
NEED NEW PLANS:  YES NO

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS: '

Dl g o it ity i
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MEMORANDUM
TO: GEORGE J. MEYERS, SUPERVISOR
FROM: MYRA MASON, SECRETARY TO THE PLANNING BOARD

DATE: JUNE 20, 1994

SUBJECT: SITE PLAN AMENDMENT FOR RALPH LEONE & SONS - RT. 32

Dear George:

In answer to your attached memo, please note:
Leone & Sons Amended Site Plan is an amendment to an
approved site plan located on Rt. 32 which was proposed to
be two retail stores.

The use is now proposed to be used as an office for handicap
services. :

THE SITE PLAN AMENDMENT is for a change in the lighting on
the site and a wood deck to be located in the rear of the
“ building. :

If you have any additional questions, please let me know.
Very truly yours,

-~

My Mason, Secretary to
the Planning Board

MLM:mlm

cc: File #94-15
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TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGEWARY

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE FLANNING BOARD

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 94 - 15 '
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UNION STATE BANK
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CUOMO ENGINEERING

! ,: Stewart International Airport
=—="" 2005 D Street, Bldg. #704
New Windsor, New York 12583
(914) 567-0063

M@"”

i TOWN_OF NEW WINDSOR | pate  JUNE.13,. 1994

_ BUILDING DEPARTMENT ___ . { Job MNo. 89019 ;
ATTN: MYRA . | ReEr Winds. Oppgrtunltles;

e e e e e o e 2 = H e e e e

We are sending you attached the following items: - T
Shop Drawings Prints Plans ) Specifications
Copy of Letter . Change COrder .

%Copies Daté - No. Description
P10 89019 | SITE PLAN
10 89019 | LIGHTING CATALOG_CUTS _ o

These are transaitted as checked belcw. 7

For. Approval - Approved as. submitted

For your use _____ Approved as noted

As requested ____ Returned for corrections

For review & comment

REMARKS:

beE ‘ ' ’ cuomn O ENCINEERING o
CTrTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T T e ; r' ~ r:
: (gg}i‘ RSN u&;&AmHNﬂ
' 12553 _

“L\t—vv i‘rwvv"‘,
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: 11 July 1994

SUBJECT: Leone & Sons Site Plan

Planmnning Board Reference Number: PB-924-15
Dated: 8 July 1994

Fire Prévention Reference Number: FPS5-24-037

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted
on 11 July 1994.

This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 1 July 1994 Revision 12

RFR/mvz
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NEW WINDSOR PLANNING EOARD REVIEW FORM

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY
PLEASE RETURN COMPLETEZD FORM TO:

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE FLANNING BOARD

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 94 - 15 -
RECEIVED JUN 1 6 1994
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555 UNION AVE\IUE
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING EOARD REVIEW FOEM

PLANNING SOARD FILE NUMBER: _ 94 - 15

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: RECEIVED JUL — 8 1994 Peu-l

Subdivision &s submitited by

reviewed bv me znd is zpproved q/// '
disapprovad .
If disepproved, plezse list rszson
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NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING EOARD REVIEW FORM

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, EIGHWAY

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE FLANNING BOARD

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 94 - 1 S5
RECEIVED JUN 1 6 1994

Subdivision 2s submitted bv

reviewed bv me ané is zpproved v///’ ,

disapproved .




INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

T0: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE= 16 June 1994
SUBJECT 2 Leone & Sons Site Pl#n
Planning Board Reference Number: PB-924-15

Dated: 16 June 1994
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-94-028

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted
on 16 June 1994.

This site plan is aéceptabie.

Plans Dated: 31 May 1994, Revision 10

rﬁm CLA (mrg)
OBERT F. RODG S C C.A.

RFR/mvz
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CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. : (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION /,}
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

/VILLAGE OF /7_7,., [,1//444&/ P/B #94, - 15 |
WORK SESSION DATE: _/ Tine. 2% aepricast RESUB.
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: Afggs ~REQUIRED:‘EZ¢?23%
PROJECT NAME: brrteo [[es "/)‘ D A

PROJECT STATUS: NEW _ OLD

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: Y4

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. d(C “/;:"Az;
FIRE INSP. op -

ENGINEER
PLANNER
P/B CHMN. :
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL:
— A///ZM J%&y odon, /f ‘)Mbjaa(uf *’4/,%7%7}”_/
— /1///4/0 //r// oo /@{,ﬂg ‘ -

- //W le\f I(QA/X Cer
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Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Penasylvania
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555 UNION AVENUE "XX"
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

APPLICATION TO:
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

\7BXPE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate item):

Subdivision___ Lot Line Chg.__  Site Plan _Z::.Spec. Permit____
1. Name of Project nggg > %gg&
2. Name of Applicant Bang‘ Leoce Phone G \& — 23R ~2106
Address 34 . e N 10 \s
(Street No. & Name) {(Post Office) (Statk) (zip)
3. owner of Record 'p\hv\p\»-l Leeane Phone_Q\y — A28-AD{

Address_ MR Wouvude 23 Centee) E{Qk% Y. WO
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)
4. Person Preparing Plan_;\mg_:%“@‘nc,

Address oy A0S T D SNceed Soxoo Loediser, Y. 9SS
(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (Statd) (zip)
5. Attorney Phone
Address -
{Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)
- 6. Person to be ified to represent applicant at Planning
Board Meeting Mw\ /. Cryo sty Phone Q\i ~ SL1~ DO(:R.
(Name) .
7. Project Location: On the \oec<= side of QooXe. 3N
(street)
looO feet Yol of O\ %qu M\ g.}
(direction) (street)

8. Project Data: Acreage of Parcel .@N-_, Zone C ,
School Dist.wb\

9. 1Is this property within an Agricultural District containing
a farm operation or within 500 feet of a farm operation
located in an Agricultural District? Y N

If you answer "yes" to question 9, please complete the
attached Agricultural Data Statement.
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10. Tax Map Designation: Section WS Block |\ Lot \.a>™

11. General Description of Project: RArmecadcrecnh oSN

SiXe {)\kcs e LaedS G‘x‘smc-\.n:\'\-\'.p s

12. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variances for

this property? v/ ves no.

13. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this
property? v _ves no.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT :

If this acknowledgement is completed by anyone other that the
property owner, a separate notarized statement from the owner
must be submitted, authorizing this application.

STATE OF NEW YORK)
, SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE)

The undersigned Applicant, being duly sworn, deposes and
states that the information, statements and representations
contained in this application and supporting documents and
drawings are true and accurate to the best of his/her knowledge
and/or belief. The applicant further acknowledges responsibility
to the Town for all fees and costs associated with the review of
this application.

Sworn before me this

.—/ﬁ%—day of %m&___wﬁ’. % ///é//,//@%

Applicant's Signature

Notary Public PATRICIA A. BARNHART

Qualified in Orange County -
Commission Exgives August 31, 192.7 -

R e L T L e e s L Ty
TOWN USE ONLY:

RECEIVEDJUNIG 199 ' 94- 15

Date Application Received - Application Number
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nxxn
APPLICANT'S PROXY STATEMENT
(for professional representation)
for submittal to the
TOWN Of‘ NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
'¥kacﬁ\» \_(11\1_ , deposes and says that he
" (Applicant) -
resides at AR YW Yesi
(Applicant's Address)
in the County of_ O(‘;\p&q}
and State of Newo  YogeVa

and that he is the applicant for the

lecas o Seas _
(Project Name and Description)

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and

that he has authorized  (Loecnn Enaioceiny
(Professional Representative)

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

Date: G- \S—-Aa\

{Witness' Signature)

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT
AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS.
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PAOJECT 1.0. NUMBER ' 617.21 SEQR
Appendix C '
“State Environmental Quality Review

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only "~ -

PART I—=PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor)
1. APPLICANT ISPONSQR 2. PROJECT NAME

Radoh Leone Leoove, I Sens

3. PROJECT LOCATION:
Municipality \\Dg S N ._\b ey County Ovhp o

4, PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road Intersections, prominent landmarks, eic., or provide map)

Qoo 3N Wero Lhedsor , e York

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION:
-
D New D Expansion m Modificatlon/alteraticn
8. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY:

Voo NIt desigo o wmdesd e

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:

Initiaity O. B% acres Uitimately O. 43% acres
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING CR GTHEZA SXISTING LAND USE RESTAICTIONS?
Bdves (ONo 1 No, descrive bristty

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?
W Residential D Industrial w Commercial C' Agriculiure D ParkForestCpen space E: Other
Describa:

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVYE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NCW CR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVEANMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCAL?
C] Yes ﬂ No It yas, list agency(s) and permit/agprovals

11.  DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
BYOS D No If yes, list agency name and pemi¥apprcval

12, AS A ARESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMITIAPPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?

QY.: D No
1 CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PRCOVIZED ABCVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE
Appllcamlsponsor Rame; X QN\O\’) \-CD('\(— Date: L" \S

Signaturs: j__Mg

If the action is In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the
Coastal Assessmant Form before proceeding with this assessment

OVER
1



PART ll—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT completed by Agency) '
A. DOES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN 8 NYCRR, PART 817427 It yos, coordinate the review process and use the FULL EAF.

D Yeos D No
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIOED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 8 NYCRR, PART 617.87 it No, a negalive declaration
may be superseded by another Invoived agency.

DT.: DNO - 2

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be hmdwrlmn,,ll legidble)
C1. Existing air quallty, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing tralfic patterns, solid waste production or disposal,

potentlal for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly:

C2 Aesihetic, a'qﬂcultunl. archaesological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or nelghborhood character? Explain brietly:

C3. Vegetation or launa, lish, shellfish or wildilte specles, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered species? Explain brlefly:

C4. A community’s existing plans or goals as officiaily adopted, or a change in use or lritonslly of use of iand or other natural resources? Explain briefly |

CS. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to te Incuced by the proposed actlon? Explain brlefly.

C5. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other elfects not ldenlmeq in C1-C5? Explatln briafly.

C7. Other Impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or tyze of energy)? Explain briefly.

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE UKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIFIOHMENTAL IMPACTS?
l:l Yes D No If Yes, explain brietly

PART lll—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether It is substantial, large, Important or otherwise significant.
Each effect should te assessed in connection with Its (a) setting (l.e. urban or rural); (b) probability of occurring; {c} duration; (d)
Irreversibility; (e) geographjc scope; and (f) magnitude. If necessary, acd attachments or raference supporting materials. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficient detail ta shew that all relavant adverse impacts have bezn Identified and adequatsly addressad.

O Check this box if you have identified oné or more potentially large or significant adverse Impacts which MAY'
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration.

[J Check this box if you have determined, based on the information and analysis above and any supporting
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental Impacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons su pportlng this determination:

Name of Lcad Agency

Print or Type Name of Responuble Oificer wi Lead Agency Title ot Responsible Otftwcer
Stgnature of Responsible Olficer n Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (il dilerent l1om responsibie oificer]
) Date )

e, e — e
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
SUBDIVISION/LOT LINE CHANGE CHECKLIST

I. The following items shall be submitted with a COMPLETED
Planning Board Application Form.

Environmental Assessment Statement

Proxy Statement

Appiication-Fees

1. +
*2 X%
3. v X
4. AR

Completed Checklist

II. The following checklist items shall be incorporated on the
Subdivision -Plat prior to consideration of being placed on
the Planning Board Agenda.

1. AR Name and address of Applicant.
*2. Y% Name and zddress of Owner.

3. ~ A Subdivisicn name and location.

4, X Tax Map Data (Section-Block-Lot).

5. «< M Location Map at a scale of 1" = 2,000 ft.

6. ¥ Zoning table showing what is required in the
particular zone and what applicant is
proposing.

7. YR Show zoning boundary if any portion of
proposed subdivision is within or adjacent
to a different zone.

8. S Date of plat preparation and/or date of any
plat revisions.

9. Pl Scale the plat is drawn to and North Arrow.

10. Y X Designation (in title) if submitted as
"Sketch Plan, Preliminary Plan or Final Plan.

11. W XX Surveyor's certification.

12. #m \/N Surveyor's seal and signature.

*1f apblicable.

Page 1 of 4
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Name of adjoining owners.

Wetlands and 100 foot buffer zone with an
appropriate note regarding D.E.C.
requirements.

Floodrland boundaries. -

A note stating that the septic system for

each lot is to be designed by a licensed
professional before a building permit can
be issued.

Final metes and bounds.

Name and width of adjacent streets; the

road boundary is to be a minimum of 25 ft.
from the physical center line of the
street.

Include existing or proposed easements.

Right-of-Way widths.

Road profilé and typical section (minimum

13. % X
14, wofA
*15. . yIn
16. v/
17. X%

18. M

19. % X

20. X X

21. /[
22. AL

traveled surface, excluding shoulders, is
to be 16 ft. wide).

Lot area (in square feet for each lot less

23. O

than 2 acres).

Number the lots including residual lot.

Show any existing waterways.

A note stating a road (or any other type)

maintenance agreement is to be filed in
the Town Clerk's Office and County Clerk's
Office.

Applicable note pertaining to owners'

review and concurrence with plat together
with owners' signature.

Show any existing or proposed improvements,

i.e., drainage systems, waterlines,
sewerlines, etc. (including location, size
and depths). -

Show all existing houses, accessory

24. Y e
*25. yofb
26. Y
27. Y%
28. ¥

*Tf applicable.‘

structures, existing wells and septic

systems within 200 ft. of the parcel to be
- subdivided. ' :

Page 2 of 4
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29.

30.

31.

32.

33.-

34.

35.

w2[Ps

® 94- 15

- Show all and proposed on-sité "septic"

o~

system and well locations; with percolation
and deep test locations and information,
including date of test and name of
professional who performed test.

Provide "septic" system design notes as

). .

required by the Town of New Windsor.

Show existing grade by contour (2 ft.

XK

interval preferred) and indicate source of

-.contour data.

Indicate percentage and direction of grade.

XN

Indicate any reference to previous, i.e.,

XY

file map date, file map number and previous
lot number.

Provide 4" wide x 2" high box in area of

~1

title block (preferably lower right corner)
for use by Planning Board in affixing Stamp
of Approval. :

Indicate location of street or area

lighting (if required).

Page 3 of 4
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If applicable "XX"

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
STTE PLAN CHECKLIST

ITEM
1. p//site Plan Title . A 29. urbing Locations
2./ Applicant's Name(s) 30. Curbing Through Section
3. Applicant's Address(es) 31. 1 Catch Basin Locations
4. Site Plan Preparer's Name 32. Catch Basin Through Section
5.y Site Plan Preparer's Address 33,V sStorm Drainage
6. .- Drawing Date 34, iZ Refuse Storage
7. + Revision Dates 35._ |/ Other Outdoor Storage
8. _y Area Map Inset 36. Water Supply
9.  Site Designation 37. Sanitary Disposal System
10.__y Properties Within 500' of Site 38. Fire Hydrants
11. Property Owners (Item #10) 39. Building Locations
12. y Plot Plan 40. Building Setbacks
13. 7 Scale (1" = 50' or lesser) 41. Front Building Elevations
14. ) Metes and Bounds - 42. Divisions of Occupancy
15. Zoning Designation 43. Sign Details
16. North Arrow 44.” U/ Bulk Table Inset
17. utting Property Owners 45, E Property Area (Nearest
18. Existing Building Locations 100 sqg. ft.)

46. / Building Coverage (sg. ft.)

19. 'gExisting Paved Areas
20. EgExisting Vegetation 47. V4 Building Coverage (% of
21. ! Existing Access & Egress Total Area)

48. VY pavement Coverage (sg. ft.)

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 49. Pavement Coverage (% of
Total Area) [

22. +” Landscaping
23,  Exterior Lighting 50. 7 Open Space (sq. ft.)
51. UQOpen Space (% of Total Area)
52. o

24. , Screening

25. Access & Egress . of Parking Spaces Prop.
26. Parking Areas . 53. iZNo. of Parking Spaces Req.
27. Loading Areas

28. aving Details

(Items 25-27)

G TN o
N

ER
X
F3
£
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REFERRING TO QUESTION 9 ON THE APPLICATION FORM, "IS THIS
PROPERTY WITHIN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM
OPERATION OR WITHIN 500 FEET OF A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN
AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING:

36. A A Referral to Orangercdunty Planning Dept.
o required for all applicants filing
AD Statement. :

37. IV/Q A Disclosure Statement, in the form set below
must be inscribed on all subdivision maps
prior to the affixing of a stamp of approval,
whether or not the Planning Board
specifically requires such a statement as a
condition of approval.’

"Prior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property
on this site which is wholly or partially within or
immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm
operation, the purchaser or leasor shall be notified of such
farm operation with a copy of the following notification.

It is the policy of this State and this community to
conserve, protect and encourage the development and
improvement of agricultural land for the production of food,
and other products, and also for its natural and ecclogical
value. This notice is to inform prospective residents that
the property they are about to acquire lies partially or
wholly within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of
such a district and that farming activities occur within the
district. Such farming activities may include, but not be
limited to, activities that cause noise, dust and odors.”

list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience

of the Applicant. ' The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval.

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:

The plat for the proposed subdivision has been prepared in

accordance with this checklist and the To
Ordinances, to the best of my knowledge.

— i —— e

of New Winds
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